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|  The  university  of  Texas 

AUSTIN  12 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ANTHROPOLOGY 


July  3,  1944 


Richard  S.  MacNeish 
Department  of  Anthropology- 
University  of  Chicago 

Dear  MacNeish: 

I  was  glad  to  have  your  letter  of  June  24,  outlining  your  needs 
for  information.  The  subject  you  have  picked  is  a  little  puzzling  to 
me  in  that  it  entails  such  great  difficulties  in  collecting  reliable 
information.  Certainly  it  is  about  the  toughest  nut  to  crack  that  I 
can  imagine,  but  then  I  suppose  you  have  investigated  it  enough  to  decide 
whether  or  not  you  can  get  sufficient  field  data  and  published  reports 
to  draw  valid  conclusions.  If  you  can  do  all  this,  more  power  to  you! 

It  happens  that  for  two  years  I  have  been  concerning  myself  with 
Texas  archaeology  from  the  point  of  view  of  drawing  connections  between 
the  Southwest  and  Southeast,  and  between  the  Plains  and  Southeast  and 
Mexico,  using  the  Texas  material  as  contributing  to  these  possible  conn¬ 
ections  rather  than  as  an  isolated  study  in  itself.  Have  just  completed 
a  paper  for  American  Antiquity  on  ” Chronological  Relationships  Between 
Southwest  and  Southeast”,  and  though  it  may  be  somewhat  off  the  track  for 
your  study,  I  would  be  willing  to  send  you  a  carbon  copy  so  you  could  get 
some  sort  of  orientation  for  the  field  lying  to  the  north  of  South  Texas 
and  Tamaulipas.  The  paper  also  includes  brief  summaries  of  the  foci  and 
aspects,  with  their  probable  dates,  in  the  ”Caddo  area”;  i.e.,  the  west¬ 
ernmost  cultures  of  the  Southeast.  These  would  be  of  interest  to  you  for 
a  start,  and  contain,  I  believe,  the  only  analysis  of  the  important  area 
called  ” Caddo”  with  complexes  and  time-relationships.  If  you  ask  for  this 
Ms.,  I  will  send  it  with  the  usual  stipulation  that  it  will  not  be  quoted 
without  our  approval  (just  a  formality)  as  long  as  it  is  in  Ms.  form,  but 
then  it  may  appear  in  Amer.  Ant.  by  early  next  year  for  your  free  use. 

Enclosed  herewith  are  two  photostats  which  belong  to  the  Ms.  just 
mentioned.  These  will  help  your  orientation  and  are  subject  to  the  same 
restrictions  (until  published)  as  the  Ms.  On  the  map  you  will  see  what  I 
consider  to  be  the  frontiers  of  the  Mississippi  Pattern  and  the  Southwest 
province  in  Texas.  As  you  seem  to  realize  in  your  letter,  the  Gibson  and 
Fulton  Aspects  of  these  western  Mississippian  materials  may  or  may  not 
belong  to  the  Middle  Mississippi  Phase.  There  are  some  similarities  but 
also  many  differences,  and  I  suspect  that  the  two  aspects  may  form  a 
separate  phase  (tentatively,  a  Red  River  Phase),  with  Gibson  Aspect  more  • 
in  line  with  Early  Middle  Miss,  (no  shell  temper)  and  Fulton  Aspect  in  line 
with  Late  Middle  Miss,  (shell  temper  and  other  features).  Through  some 
interesting  intrusions,  these  horizons  can  also  be  roughly  dated  in  terms 
of  Pueblo  and  Glaze  periods,  as  you  can  see  on  the  chart. 
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Now,  for  some  time  I  have  been  gathering  data  which  would  work  into 
a  similar  problem  in  chronological  relations  between  the  western  Miss- 
issippian  cultures  in  the  Southeast  and  the  cultures  of  southern  Mexico 
via  northeastern  Mexico  and  the  Gulf  Coast.  This  rather  closely  conforms 
to  your  own  problem,  but  let  me  say  frankly  that  I  am  not  yet  prepared 
to  release  this  information,  for  the  simple  reason  that  the  study  has  not 
been  pursued  far  enough  yet  to  make  any  definite  statements.  That  is,  it 
just  does  not  seem  far  enough  along  yet  for  me  to  pass  on  statements  which 
you  could  use  and  rely  upon.  Considering  this,  however,  I  think  I  can 
give  you  a  few  general  ideas  which  will  help.  If  you  keep  in  touch  with 
me  from  time  to  time,  perhaps  by  discussion  we  can  both  get  things  worked 
out.  First  of  all,  there  is  nothing  in  print  that  I  know  of  that  will  help 
either  of  us,  aside  from  the  short  articles  you  mention  in  the  Bull,  of  the 
Texas  Arch,  and  Paleo.  Society.  Mason’s  two  articles  (1935*  1937)  give  the 
only  broad  views,  and  then  there  are  acouple  of  pottery  papers  by  G.  C. 

Martin  and  Wm.  Potter,  which  hardly  help  to  orient  the  material.  If,  as 
you  say,  you  can  make  a  trip  to  Mexico  next  winter  and  come  through  Austin, 
it  would  be  very  beneficial  to  you  to  see  what  we  have  here;  there  is  quite 
a  lot  of  material  which  has  not  reached  publication  as  yet,  though  we  are 
working  on  it.  So  far,  I  have  been  more  concerned  with  almost  all  other 
parts  of  the  state  and  am  only  now  getting  into  the  southern  end  of  Texas. 

At  the  southern  end  of  Tamaulipas,  the  Tampico  area  will  serve  as  an 
anchor  to  your  study.  You  did  not  mention  Gordon  Ekholm  of  the  American 
Museum,  and  I  would  urge  that  you  get  in  touch  with  him,  if  he  is  still  a 
civilian.  His  excavations  and  survey  in  the  Tampico  area  provide  the  only 
good  chronological  study  in  jaexmsadR  northeastern  Mexico,  and  he  has  made 
correlations  with  Teotihuacan  and  Aztee  periods.  Last  I  heard  from  him, 
about  in  March,  he  was  reading  proof  on  his  publication  from  that  area,  so 
the  paper  should  be  available  any  time  now.  I  too  am  looking  forward  to  it. 

Coming  north,  I  can’t  offer  anything  about  the  rest  of  Tamaulipas  and 
the  southern  tip  of  Texas  to  as  far  north  as  Baffin  Bay.  Prof.  Engerrand 
here  has  been  urging  me  to  get  funds  to  make  a  survey  of  Tamaulipas,  using 
the  notes  on  archaeology  that  he  made  in  1905-1910  as  a  geologist.  So  far, 
nothing  has  been  accomplished  along  this  line,  but  possibly,  if  you  can 
arrange  for  such  a  survey  we  may  be  able  to  work  out  something  together. 

It  is  worth  thinking  about,  though  I  cannot  make  any  commitments  on  it  yet. 

So  far  as  Texas  north  of  the  Rio  Grande  is  concerned,  there  are  absolutely 
no  examples  of  any  contacts  with  the  Huastec  area  cultures.  That  is,  so  far 
as  I  can  see,  all  the  Huastecan  and  therefore  Middle  American  cultures  never 
extended  north  of  the  Rio  Grande,  and  very  probably  never  reached  that  far. 

What  does  lie  along  the  Texas  Gulf  coast  is  very  different  from  anything  on 
the  Mexican  coast  or  inland.  If  there  are  any  similarities,  these  must  be 
outside  the  field  of  Middle  American  culture  in  Mexico.  That  is,  in  answer  to 
your  question  about  Huastecan  painted  pottery,  I  have  never  seen  any  examples 
from  north  of  the  Rio  Grande,  but  at  the  same  time  it  must  be  admitted  that 
if  anyone  thoroughly  explored  the  southern  end  of  Texas  he  might  turn  up  some. 
This  statement  is  made  in  respect  to  Texas.  Now,  Ekholm,  at  the  Round  Table 
Conference  in  Mexico  City  last  summer,  and  in  correspondence  with  me,  has 
some  evidence  of  relationship  between  earlier  pottery  in  the  Tampico  area  and 
the  lower  Mississippi  Valley  wares  such  as  Marksville,  Troyville,  and  Coles 
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Creek*  Personally,  I  see  some  suggestions  of  similarity  between  the  wares 
in  these  areas,  but  would  not  want  to  commit  myself  until  I  had  seen  a  great 
deal  more  of  the  pottery*  Ekholm's  ideas  on  the  subject  will  appear  in  his 
paper,  and  I  myself  am  hoping  to  be  able  to  go  to  the  American  Museum  soon 
to  get  my  hands  on  the  stuff  and  get  some  better  idea  of  it.  If  there  did 
turn  out  to  be  a  connection  at  one  time  between  the  Tampico  (’’Huastec”)  early 
pottery  and  the  lower  Mississippi,  it  would  be  most  interesting,  but  so  far 
as  the  Texas  coast  goes,  this  is  still  blank  for  such  wares,  in  spite  of  our 
having  quite  a  quantity  of  specimens  from  along  this  coast. 

In  the  last  Huastec  periods  at  Tampico,  there  is  engraved  pottery  in 
small  amounts,  which  may  possibly  prove  to  be  related  to  the  engraved  wares 
of  the  Gibson  and  Fulton  Aspects.  If  so,  they  would  agree  roughly  in  time, 
early  Aztec  (1200  A.  D.  ?)  at  Tampico,  and  perhaps  1400  at  the  earliest  in 
the  Gibson  Aspect  (anyway,  well  after  beginning  of  Troyville).  This  engraving 
problem  is  one  of  the  things  I  am  working  on  and  perhaps  later  I  can  give  a 
more  definite  idea  of  its  meaning*  At  present,  suffice  it  to  say  that  between 
the  engraved-pottery-bearing  cultures  of  Mexico  and  the  ’’Caddo  area”  there  is 
the  same  great  extent  of  country  without  this  material  as  there  is  along  the 
Gulf  between  the  earlier  Tampico  pottery  and  the  lower  Mississippi.  As  you 
know,  archaeologists  have  for  many  years  speculated  about  the  possibility  of 
Texas  being  the  route  of  travel  or  diffusion,  and  that  some  day  Texas  would 
yield  the  material  to  fill  these  gaps.  As  I  see  it,  the  material  has  not  yet 
appeared  in  qsite  of  fairly  extensive  surveying  and  excavating.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  do  not  feel  that  geographical  continuity  is  necessary  to  the  problem, 
for  it  happens  often  enough  that  people  on  the  move  will  pass  through  large 
occupied  territories,  not  stopping  long  enough  to  leave  remains—  especially 
if  the  intervening  peoples  are  unfriendly  and  predatory.  Anyway,  that  may  be 
one  way  of  explaining  the  Texas  blanks.,  and  I  hope  you  will  bear  this  in 
mind  in  discussing  the  evidence  for  relationships. 

I  am  also  enclosing  two  booklets  by  George  C.  Martin,  who  now  lives  at 
562?g-  South  Flores,  San  Antonio,  Texas.  He  is  an  amateur  archaeologist  and 
obviously  too  set  on  his  connections  between  linguistic  distributions  and 
artifact  types.  Nevertheless,  he  has  done  some  quite  intelligent  work  in  the 
south  Texas  field  and  I  think  you  will  get  some  ideas  from  these  booklets. 
Please  take  good  care  of  them,  for  they  are  his  personal  copies,  given  to  our 
department  for  safe-keeping.  The  one  titled  ”Fhotographic  Record  of  the  George 
C.  Martin  Texas  Coastal  Collection”  is  by  far  the  better  of  the  two,  and  his 
distinctions  between  the  projectiles  connected  with  pottery  and  Tamaulipecan- 
speakers,  and  the  larger  implements  with  dart  points  and  no  pottery,  is  on  the 
whole  quite  valid.  Also,  his  hxixsxK  belief  that  the  arrow-point  and  pottery 
horizon  is  all  post-contact  in  south  Texas  is,  I  believe,  also  quite  valid. 

The  paragraph  on  the  back  of  the  fourth-to-last  page  is  rather  a  good  one. 

The  other  pamphlet  on  ’’Material  Culture  of  the  Coahuiltecan  Tribes”  will  serve 
you  only  for  illustrations  of  the  artifact  types  in  from  the  coast,  for  the 
alledged  connections  with  Coahuiltecan  tribes  are  badly  off;  for  one  thing, 
most  of  these  heavy  sbdtx  darts,  scrapers,  and  gouges,  are  found  over  great 
areas  of  south  and  central  Texas,  underlying  the  late  pottery-bow-agriculture 
horizons.  Anyway,  his  notes  on  location  of  these  specimens  may  help  you. 

There  are  further  notes  I  can  give  you  on  the  central  and  northern  parts 
of  the  Texas  coast,  but  this  will  have  to  be  postponed  for  a  few  days.  Mean¬ 
while  I  hope  the  above  is  of  some  help.  Let  me  hear  from  you. 


Sincerely, 


The  university  of  Texas 

AUSTIN  12 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ANTHROPOLOGY 


November  13,  19U5 


Richard  S.  MacNeish 
Department  of  Anthropology- 
University  of  Chicago 
Chicago,  Illinois 

Dear  MacNeish: 

We  have  wondered  out  loud  several  times  whatever  happened  to 
your  project.  We  had  just  about  decided  that  you  must  have  gone 
through  with  it  long  ago,  having  crossed  Texas  as  fast  as  possible, 
as  seems  to  be  the  custom  of  those  who  know  about  this  state. 

(just  between  you  and  me,  the  Mexican  elements— if  there  were  any— 
which  reached  the  Southeast  were  carried  by  aborigines  with  the 
same  desire  to  ’’cross  Texas”  in  a  big  hurry) . 

Anyhow,  we  are  delighted  to  learfa  that  your  plans  are  made  and 
that  we  will  be  seeing  you  end  June  soon.  Cur  congratulations  on 
your  marriage  and  all  best  wishes t  When  you  arrive,  call  the  Univ- 
sity  exchange  and  ask  for  Anthropology  Museum.  Anyone  who  answers 
will  be  able  to  contact  me  and  I  can  came  to  get  you.  The  Museum 
is  on  the  Uth  (top)  floor  of  Waggener  Hall  on  the  east  side  of  the 
campus.  I  work  in  it  almost  all  the  time,  except  when  over  in  the 
lab  occasionally.  There  is  a  iittle  material  in  the  museum  and  more 
in  the  lab  that  you  will  want  to  see.  Our  files  on  sites  will  be 
open  to  you.  Don’t  speak  of  this  ”causing  too  much  trouble”,  it’s 
seldom  enough  we  have  anyone  here  for  such  a  real  and  worthwhile 
purpose  as  yours,  and  it  will  be  a  pleasure  to  talk  things  over, 

I  had  a  lot  of  misgivings  about  the  Anthropologist  paper,  mainly 
because  I  know  so  little  of  the  details  in  the  areas  disoussed.  I 
fully  expect  various  persons  to  shoot  the  thing  full  of  holes,  but 
don't  care  much  about  that  as  long  as  the  arguments  provoke  more 
arguments.  The  only  thing  I  am  positive  about  is  that  there  has  been 
too  much  assumption  without  any  attempts  at  objectivity,  I  hated  to 
write  about  Bennett's  paper  as  in  note  77,  for  I  have  a  lot  of  respect 
for  him,  I  just  wished  that  he,  too,  had  presented  some  objective 
comparisons  to  support  many  statements.  We  can  talk  about  it  later. 


With  all  good  wishes .to  you  and  June, 
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The  University  of  Texas 

AUSTIN  12 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ANTHROPOLOGY 


February  12,  1946 


Dear  Mac  and  Junes 


Just  got  back  from  the  swamps  along  the  Neches  in  east  Texas,  trying 
to  locate  sites  in  the  reservoir  basin  behind  Rockland  Dam.  Dr.  Roberts 
of  the  Bureau  had  written  that  the  Smithsonian  and  Park  Service  were 
trying  to  steirt  a  salvage  program  for  the  stuff  to  be  covered  by  proposed 
reservoirs  to  be  built  by  the  U.  S.  Engineers,  War  Dept.  The  Rockland 
Project  is  the  first  on  which  any  action  has  been  made  and  it  came  sooner 
than  I  expected.  Kelley  and  Campbell  went  along  and  together  we  found  a 
large  circular  mound  on  which  e  excavations  could  be  started,  and  several 
villages  which  will  be  covered.  Spent  all  day  yesterday  writing  Roberts 
and  calculating  number  of  men  needed,  number  of  man  hours,  equipment, 
tranpportation,  cost  of  complete  ground  survey,  etc.  I  don't  know  much 
about  such  things,  not  being  on  the  field .end  of  WPA  work  in  this  state. 

It  was  Hi  cold  and  very  wet  out  there,  with  flood  waters  everywhere.  On 
lots  of  roads  we  would  skid  along  a  couple  of  miles  and  then  be  cut  off, 
have  to  go  back  and  try  another,  etc.  We  ended  up  by  wading  through  the 
swamps  but  that  took  time  and  we  did  not  accomplish  an  awful  lot. 

Am  rapidly  winding  up  the  long  chronology  Ms.  and  have  the  text  done. 
God  what  a  relief  to  have  that  finished  at  least.  Am  now  working  on  the 
big  map  and  chart,  and  still  photographing  for  the  last  five  or  six  plates. 
Yesterday  came  a  letter  from  Griffin  that  he  has  secured  a  box  trailer  and 
will  drive  the  whole  family  down  to  Mexico,  instead  of  Mrs.  flying  down 
with  the  youngest  boy.  He  still  plans  to  leave  the  15th  and  arrive  here 
about  the  20th,  but  says  he  doesn't  think  he  can  go  around  by  Brownsville. 

He  suggests  that  you  may  be  able  to  drive  up  here  about  the  20th  and  bring 
along  some  of  the  material  you  have  found,  so  we  can  all  have  a  look  at  it 
and  a  talk.  Kenneth  Orr  plans  to  come  down  from  Norman  at  the  same  time, 
so  we  could  have  a  bull  session  here  in  Austin  if  you  and  June  could 
consider  driving  up  here.  You  probably  d  feel  like  getting  back  into  the 
country  for  a  few  days.  If,  however,  you  cannot  manage  this,  I  will  come 
back  down  to  Bgownsville  within  the  next  three  weeks  to  see  you  and  your 
sites.  I  could  make  it  this  week  if  there  were  any  way  of  knowing  where 
you  would  be.  After  Griffin  stops  here  and  Orr  comes  down,  I  have  offered 
to  drive  Orr  back  to  Norman  and  spend  a  couple  of  days  there  going  over 
Oklahoma  material  with  him,  pointing  out  what  seem  to  be  definite  types  in 
definite  cultures,  etc.  Therefore,  if  I  don't  go  to  Brownsville  before 
the  20th,  I  will  have  to  wait  until  after  the  Norman  trip.  The  latter  will 
be  better,  for  then  Margie  can  go  too  and  we  can  have  a  better  visit. 

Is  there  any  way  that  you  can  be  reached  in  a  hurry?  Supposing,  when 
Griffin  is  here,  we  want  to  reach  you  about  a  meeting  in  Brownsville  or 
wherever  you  are  working —  how  do  we  do  it? 

About  George  C.  Martin —  his  business  address  is  5627-2  South  Flores  St., 
San  Antonio  4»  No  we  don't  have  all  his  materials,  only  samplings  from  diff¬ 
erent  coastal  sites.  Most  of  his  stuff  is  in  the  Witte  Museum,  San  Antonio, 
and  some  in  the  National  Museum  or  Smithsonian. 


Very  best  of  luck  to  you  both  and  we  hope  to  be  able  to  visit  you  soon. 
Margie  would  join  if  she  knew  I  were  writing. 


Yours, 


m 


-0-sr 

UNIVERSITY  OF  TEXAS 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ANTHROPOLOGY 


AUSTIN  12 


$TAIt 

STATffr 
fOR  P 


Richard  S.  MacNeisn 
Department  of  Anthropology 
University  of  Chicago 
Chicago,  Illinois 


AIR  MAIL 


The  University  of  Texas 

AUSTIN  12 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ANTHROPOLOGY 


December  20,  19L7 


Dear  Scottie: 

Thanks  a  let  for  your  letter.  We’d  been  wondering  for  some  time  wnat 
had  become  of  yo.v.  In  tne  hopes  that  you  will  get  your  funds  and  be  down 
this  way  before  long,  1^11  make  this  short,  for  it  is  nearly  1:00  and  I 
want  to  hit  the  mail. 

Fejos  turned  down  my  Eattle  Mound  project  again  last  October,  stating 
that  he  was  sorry,  etc.,  but  the  becctd  had  not  gotten  around  to  my  project 
this  time,  and  if  I  wished,  he  would  be  glad- to  bring  it  up  before  their 
next  meeting,  etc.  To  hell  with  that.  The  first  time,  end  of  May,  I  would 
have  believed  that  they  didn't  get  around  to  it,  but  when  the  same  reason 
is  given  again  four  months  later,  and  then  if  I  wish,  I  can  ask  them  to  do 
it  again,  1$*$  too  much.  I  don't  know  what”"ths’  magic  word  is  with  them, 
but  I  sincerely  hope  to  god  they  come  through  for  you.  At  times  I  feel 
that  my  trouble  was  in  being  connected  with  the  great  and  w*±  wealthy, 
”oil-richn  University  of  Texas,  for  no  one  outside  this  dump  can  be  convinced 
that  we  don't  have  a  half  a  million  dollars  to  spend  on  archaeology  anytime 
we  ask  for  it.  At  least,  if  this  is  true  in  my  case,  it  won't  he  in  yours, 
so  you  should  have  a  better  chance.  I  didn’t  really  expect  a  telegram  from 
you  on  the  15th,  because  Fejos  would  never  answer  any2body  that  soen.  If 
you  get  the  funds  he  may  answer  within  a  matter  of  days;  if  not,  it  may  be 
weeks • 

Anyhow,  Margie  and  I  are  anxious  to  hear  from  you  just  as  soon  as  you 
know  the  score,  and  we’ll  get  together  then.  The  main  thing  I  wanted  to 
mention  is  that  you  had  better  count  me  out  for  the  next  three  or  foufc 
months,  altho  I  might  be  able  to  join  you  in  the  spring.  This  Alto  paper 
is  the  big  thing  in  my  life  just  now,  and  I've  got  to  finish  it  before  I 
can  face  the  world.  The  plaxes  are  about  made,  and  the  text  about  half 
finished,  but  jesus  it  is  hard  work  and  the  endless  details  that  have  to 
be  checked.  It  will  be  a  couple  of  months  before  I  can  send  it  to  the 
printer  (not  this  goddamn  press  here),  and  my  life  is  dedicated  to  seeing 
it  done.  After  that  all  the  groundwork  for  the  whole  Caddoan  archaeological 
volume  must  be  laid  and  work  started  seriously  on  it.  Feanwhile  I  have  to 
write  another  paper  on  aims  of  archaeology,  and  plan  the  whole  next  Plains 
conference  before  next  March,  so  that  every  one  has  eight  months  to  get  his 
material  ready  (maybe  I  should  be  glad  to  be  the  next  chairman,  but  to  me 
it' 8  just  a  hell  of  a  lot  more  work). 

When  you  get  here,  we  can  talk  about  everything.  Have  no  fear  that 
this  department  will  cooperaxe  with  you  in  ary  way.  I  wish  to  goe(l  could 
go  down  with  you,  and  maybe  there  will  be  a  chance  for  a  while  at  least  in 
spring.  Let  us  know  what  happens,  anyway.  Margie  joins  me  in  wishing  you 
and  June  a  Merry  Christmas  and  Happy  New  fear--  we  mean  it!  And  we  di d 
pray  and  make  other  suitable  supplications  on  the  15th! 


Your  friend. 


Alex  grieger 
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Mexico,  D.F.,  November  16th,  1953. 


Dear  Dr.  MecNeish:- 

I  have  just  been  informed  that  you  will  be 
leaving  Ottawa  shortly  to  assume  the  leadership  of  an 
anthropological  expedition  in  the  State  of  Tamaulipas, 
Mexico. 


If,  in  the  course  of  your  stay  in  Mexico, 
you  come  to  the  capital,  I  will  be  delighted  to  meet 
you  and  to  learn  of  the  progress  of  the  expedition. 


Yours  sincerely, 


Dr.  R.  S.  MacNeish, 
National  Museum, 
Ottawa . 


>4'  W4I 


Southern  Illinois  University 

Carbondale,  Illinois 

Museum 


12  March  1951; 


•V 


Dr.  Richard  3.  Mc^eish 
Ciudad  Victoria 
TamaifLipas,  Mexico 

Dear  Scotty: 

Your  telegram  received  toda?/-  so  I  will  send  ms.  on  to  you.  I  had  waited  'so 
long  since  receiving  your  note  from  there  that  I  ms  afraid  to  send  it  on  without 
doing  a  double  check  on  your  present  location.  My  deepest  and  most  sincere  apologies 
for  holding  your  ms. ..so  long*  I  have  excuses  -  and  good  ones-  but  th qy  are  not  good 
enough  to  justify  the  delay* 

Now  for  my  general  reactions  to  your  paper,  with  specific  criticisms,  notes, 
etc.  on  attached  pages  or  on  the  manuscript.  My  strongest  reaction  is  that  it  is 
a  very  thorough  job,  meticulously  detailed  in  study  and.  presentation,  reflecting 
an  amazing  amount  of  field  work  and  a  thorough  coverage  of  the  Tamaulipas  situation. 
Remembering  your  short  article,  I  can  also  congratulate  on  your  relative  caution  , 

and  conservatism  in  this  paper. 

But  -  -  -  (1).  The  presentation  is  too,  thorough,  too  detailed*  It  is  very 
difficult. to  read  the  manuscript  and  keep  the  general  picturein  mind.  Each  atomized 
section  is  so  complete  in  itself  and  stands  alone  -  *  I  fear  that  the  very  elaborate¬ 
ness  of  your  treatment  will  reduce  your  readers  by  some  60^*  For  myself  I  want 
and  need  a  one  page  synoptic  treatment  photographically  of  each  focus,  I  want  to  * 
see  all  the  artifacts  illustrated  together  for  each  focus,  so  that  I  maj  mentally 
compare  the  total  assemblages  with  each  other  and  with  other  cultures  that  I  know. 

Facing  this  I  want  a  compact  summarized  trait  inventory* 

But  -  -  -  (2).  I  feel  that  you  have  founded  -?oci  on  too  few  specimens, 
developed  and  named  types  with  too  few  examples.  I  think  you  have  read  more  into  ‘  m 
the  archaeological  interpretations  of  behavior  than  the  evidence  allows.  I  think 
that  your  detailed  comparisions  of  specimens  and  complexes  with  those  of  adjoining  * 
areas  are  either  too  much  or  too  littlex  -  if  you  are  going  to  make  comparisons  at  ’  4 

all  -  and  it  isnt  specifically  necessary  -  then  you  should  coffer  the  literature  ' 

(on  Trans -Pecos  Texas  for  example,  and  the  S.W.  in  general)  much  more  thoroughly 
'  fan  you  d:  i. 

But  -  -  -  (3).  I  think  you  have  used,  the  geological  ;  vidor.ee  uncritically 

and  lave  used  inf erential  logic  that  is  actually  controversial  to  establish  points 
about  your  chronology.  I  fear  that  your  chronology  will  suffer  as  a  result. 

You  need  a  really  good  index  for  this  paper.  I  wish  it  were  published  now  so  •  • 

I  could  make  my  field  school  students  read  it  before  they  go  to  Durango  this  summer. 

I  will  await  its  publication  with  interest  and  real  an ticipation  because  I  want  to 
use  it  in  my  own  work.  None  of  ny  criticisms  -  minor  or  major  -  should  in  the  slightest  '1 
detract  from  your  pride  in  the  paper.  It  is  a  monumental  contribution  to  North  Mexican 
archaeology  -  and  best  of  alll  one  actually  in  existence* 

I  havent  checked  tables,  ebc.  for  consistency  of  arithmetic,  numbers  of  specimens, 
etc.  I  have  noted  an  occasional  typographic  error  but  many  others  I  noticed  with® cor-  [ 


I 


»* 
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» 


< 


* 


Dr,  Rich:. ids .  '  -  feish 


12  March  19% 


2 


recting.  Tt  needs  a  ‘~ood  proofreading. 

Incidentally,  when  it  arrived  the  package  had  broken  open,  I  checked  and 
jro  the  best  of  my  knowledge  everything  was  alright,  but  you  had  better  duplicate 
my  check.  Also  I  nay  ha-e  some  charts  out  of  place. 

I  notice  you  are  taking  a  few  cracks  at  one  of  our  mutual  ex-colleagues  and 
ex-friends.  My  personal  motivation  is  so  strong  that  I  cannot  judge  your  remarks 
objectively  but  it  looks  as  if  you  did  a  good  job.  The  dirty  so  and  so  spread  a 
whole  series  of  outright  lies  about  me  when  he  was  in  Illinois  last  spring  at¬ 
tending  the  SAA  meetings*  My  local  enemies  on  the  campus  got  hold  of  them  and 
peddled  them  avidly  with  consequent  damage  to  my  urogram  and  standing.  Its  hard 
to  fight  something  like  that#  I  havent  seen  any  articles  by  him  recently  -  has 
he  run  out  of  people  to  plagari^e  ? 

I  envy  you  your  present  opportunity  to  work  in  Mexico.  Drink  a  good  Done;  ia 
or  so  for  mo  please.  I  will  get  to  Uurahgo  about,  June  lit  and  will  be  in  Mexico 
the  rest  of  the  summer  but  unfortunately  I  will  be  saddled  with  students  the 
’.hole  time  practically  speaking'*  How  long  will  you  bo  able  to  stay  ?  What  luck 
are  you  having  ?  etc, etc.  Is  June  with  you  ?  T  '  so  --ive  her  my  best. 

I  will  close  this  epistle  to  the  heathen  and  get  your  paper  on  route  to  you. 

Regards  and  very  best  wishes. 


J 


McNeish  Manuscript  on  Tamaulipas 

Criticisms  and  Suggestions  by  J.  Charles  Kelley 

ii  Scotty,  you  should  check  J*  Alden  Mason  "Late  Archaeological  sites  in 
Durango,  Mexico  from  Chalchihuites  to  Zape"  in  the  25th  Anniversary 
Studies  Publications  of  the  Philadelphia  Anthropological  Society's  Vol.  I, 
Pps.  127-1^6,  1937.  On  page  127,  the  first  page  of  the  article  Mason  says, 
"the  first  four  months  of  1936  I  spent  in  archaeological  researches  in 
Northern  Mexico  mainly  in  the  state  of  Durango  and  in  the  little  and  adjacent 
parts  of  Coahuila.  The  expeditdnn  was  one  of  three  . ..  the  main  purpose  of 
all  three  biing  to  search  for  traces  of  most  ancient  man  in  America  ±kz 
with  emphasis  on  the  Folsom  horizon.  The  official  concession  from  the 
Mexican  government  granted  permission  only  for  excavations  in  caves, 
old  lake  terraces,  and  such  presumed  ancient  sites  .  . 

n  'V 

No.  2,  page  23.  I  am  curious.  Why  don’t  you  use  opuntia  instead  of  prickly  pear 
in  this  listing  fJ^in  the  one  on  the  following  page? 


No.  3 ,  page  198.  Scotty,  I  realize  that  it  is  a  temptation  to  lump  Taylor  thinned 
base  and  Baird  beveled  blade  together  with  Tortugas  triangular  as  one  type. 
This  gives  a  much  more  satisfactory  and  widespread  distribution.  However, 

I  don't  believe  it's  true.  Certainly  not  as  flatly  as  you  have  presented  0 
it  here.  You  may  recall  that  I  first  identified  Tor&ugas  triangular  myself 
and  gsrae  it  itls  name  and  I  have  some  very  good  distributional  and  typological 
material  on  it.  On  two  specific  points  I  do  not  believe  that  Taylor  thinned 
base  and  Baird  beteled  blade  can  be  lumped  with  Tortugas  except  in  the  sense 
that  they  are  all  large  triangular  points  of  the  pre-pottery  period  (and 
even  the  latter  statement  doesn't  hold  up  completely).  Taylor  and  Baird 
viewed  in  collections  are  altogether  too  consistent.  The  quite  fcraimga 
triangular  wide  based  form  of  Taylor  with  the  carefully  thinned  base 
extending  quite  a  ways  down  is  remarkably  consistent^^th  Baird  beveled 
blade,  the  thick  cross  section,  the  heavy  beveled  edges  and  the  convex 
side  lines  xra:  again  are  remarkably  consistent.  There  is  very  little  grading 
of  one  of  these  into  the  other  and  although  an  occasional  Tortugas  resembles 
one  or  the  other,  Tortugas  as  a  group  for  the  most  part  appears  to  be  self 
consistent  internally,  at  least,  the  2000  or  so  that  I  examined  in  Texas 
are./  Secondly,  the  distribution  of  Baird  and  Taylor  centers  in  the  N0rthern 
portion  of  the  Rio  Colorado  drainage  in  Texas  and  the  corresponding  sections 
of  the  Braxas  drainage  and  decreases  in  percentage  southward  towards  the 
coastal  plain.  On  the  other  hand,  Tortugas  decreased  northward  and  eastward 
from  the  Lower  Rio  Grande  drainage  across  the  Coastal  Plain  and  just  about 
dies  out  when  you  hit  the  edge  of  the  Balconies  Fault  Line.  It  may  very  well 
be  that  Taylor  and  Baird  are  types  developed  under  influence  from  Tortugas 
but  certainly  it  is  not  correct  to  simply  say  flatly  that  Tortugas  occur 
in  Texas  under  the  name  Taylor  thinned  base  and  Baird  beveled  blade.  I 
have  kept  them  separate  there  for  very  good  reasons. 

No.  bt  page  199.  Y0ur  description  of  the  points  which  resamble  Landry  Stem 
ijiriihe  Texas  Tranp-P<B£os  region  in  your  Tamaulipas  collections '■'and  which 


resemble  even  mor 


_ _  VJ,Jum  4Save  points  is  very  much  to  the  point.  You  may 

or  may  not  recall  that  these  Gypsum  <£avoid  variations  of  Lai^yy  stems 
occur  as  a  minor  form  in  the  projectile  point  collections  from  the  great 


. 


i 
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caves  along  the  Lower  Pecos  and  the  corresponding  sections  of  the  Eio  Grande* 

There  is  some  slight  evidence  to  the  effect  that  t hmy  are  older  in  the  Pecos 
River  set-up  than  are  the  Classic  Lan^hy  st  em , 

Page  262.  Diablo  Stemmed.  Scotty,  do  I  understand  correctly  that  here  you 
have  one  broken  specimen  with  the  critical  stem  section 

missing  and  on  this  basis  you  are  setting  up  and  naming  a  new  type  of  point? 

I  suspect  that  you  are  correct  in  suspecting  that  this  is  a  trade  point  and 
that  it  may  be  Perdiz  pointed  stem.  However,  if  the  point  is  not  even  complete 
enough  to  assign  it  to  a  point  type  already  in  existence  to  which  you  think  it 
belongs,  how  can  you  possibly  set  up  and  name  a  new  type  on  this  basis?  How 
does  this  tie  with  the  section  where  you  described  the  methods  you  employ  in 
setting  up  types?  I  simply  can’t  follow  this.  It  seems  to  me  that  you  have 
done  this  in  a  number  of  other  cases  also.  I  do  not  think  that  you  can  possibly 
set  up  individual  types  on  the  basis  of  one  or  two  or  three  or  halfl  dozen  specimens 
and  I  serve  warning  that  I  am  going  to  say  so  in  print  y 

Page  271.  Scotty,  I  would  like  to  remind  you  that  neck  banding  occurs  in  an 
area  much  closer  than  any  of  those  you  mentioned.  Siixmauktexxggfccbgxded  Chiaati  4fe ck 

banded  occurs  in  association  with  Chinati  Plain  and  Chinati  Brushed  in  the  Concepcion 
Focus  in  the  La  Junta  area.  Chinati  Plain, Brushed  and  m2 /tffeck ^anded  in  fact 
sound  much  like  your  Los  Angeles  wares  and  I  am  anxious  to  make  direct  comparisons 
between  them.  What  makes  this  especially  interesting  is  that  some  of  our  La  Junta 
Indians  fled  to  the  general  Coahuila  area  during  the  historic  period  at  La  Junta. 

Nn.  7,  page  283.  Scotty,  I  don’t  have  my  copy  of  Ekholm  handy  at  the  moment 
but  I  seem  to  recall  quite  clearly  that  he  shows  Tor^ugas  triangular  and__ — 
certain  related  types  among  the  projectile  points  from  his  various  periods 
and  that  most  of  them  £*11  into  |jJje-^eriods  IV  and  V  which  would  be  a  much 
later  correlation  than  you  have  made  here.  You  had  better  check  this  unless 
you  are  certain  that  I  am  mistaken. 

N0.  8,  page  361*.  Scotty,  the  accumulation  of  alluvial  gravels  is  not  necessarily 
an  indication  of  the  existence  of  a  permanent  stream.  I  can  show  you  innumerable 
dry  arroyos  in  Western  Texas  and  New  Mexico  that  are  accumulating  very  thick 
gravel  deposits.  These  gravel  deposits  are  layed  down  during  the  heavy  temporary 
run-off  periods  in  the  present  arroyo  bottoms.  Also  in  places  where 

deposition  is  now  taking  place yrather  than  cutting^the  gravels  are  being  laid 
down  over  the  deeper  sections  of  flood  channels.  Furthermore,  in  all 
of  the  alluvial  materials  which  I  have  worked  in  Western  Texas  and  in  the  central 
Texas  area  the  gravels  actually  occur  at  the  bottom  of  the  channels  and  appear 
to  be  associated  with  the  dry  periods  rather  than  with  the  wet  periods.  In 
the  West  Texas  area  the  source  of  the  gravels  is  in  the  older  alluvial  deposits. 

They  are  concentrated  however  by  starting  in  the  heavy  flood  runoffs  where 
the  finer  material  is  washed  on  down  through  another  area.  The  gravel 

accumulates  in  the  present  arroyo  bottom.  You  simply  cannot  use  the  presence  ^  „ 
of  gravel  as  an  indication  of  a  wet  period. 


c  7> i1* 


N0.  9,  Page  365,  Footnote  317. 

under  humid  conditions." 
statement. 


"Deposits  of  terra  rosa  soil  that  can  only  be  formed 
Scotty,  you  had  better  give  a  reference  for  this 


I,  for  one,  remain  unconvinced  that  terra  rosa  soils  represnet  cl  \j-  x 

only  humid  conditions  unless  there  is  material  available  about  this  particular  .  u 
soil  type  which  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  see.  Certainly,  red  alluvial  1  y 
soils  as  such  do  not  definitely  indicate  humid  conditions.  Geologists  are  J ^ 

divided  half  and  half  now  as  to  whether  they  represent  humid  conditions  or  $  ^ 

extremely  arid  conditions.  Furthermore,  the  questions  of  redeposition  always  \>J  J 
has  to  betaken  into  account.  In  the  Lower  Colorado  River  of  Texas  practically 
all  of  accumulated  alluvial  soils  are  red.  The  reason  for  this  however  ‘js 

has  nothing  to  do  with  the  climatic  set  up.  It  is  just  that  the  source  for 
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the  great  quantity  of  it  is  from  your  old  geological  red  beds  further  upstream. 

No*  10,  page  372.  '’Dissolved  limestone".  Scotty,  are  you  sure  that  this  is 

dissolved  limestone  or  is  it  redeposited  limestone?  If  it  is  redeposited  limestone 
it  may  be  caliche  and  indicative  of  a  dry  climate  rather  than  a  wet  climate.  I 
am  sure  that  you  probably  know  about  this  but  I  just  want  to  be  sure  that  you  are 
sure. 

No.  11,  footnote  page  375>«  The  crack  at  Walt  Taylor  is  of  course  appropro 
inasmuch  as  everyone  seems  to  be  cracking  at  Taylor  now.  j  in  my  opinion  without 
any  real  justification.  However,  in  this  particular  case  I  think  you  will  do 
well  to  leave  out  your  crack  about  Taylor  because  if  you  will  examine  Alonzo 
de  Leon’s  account  of  the  Indians  of  Nuevo  Leon  you  will  find  a  statement  to  the 
effect  ihalj  the  Indians  ofNuevo  Leon  did  eat  tunas  It  in  bed,  and  if  they 

ate  tunfe^lre^may  vei^  weYlnave  done  so  in  Tamaulipas  likewise.  It  seems  to 
me  therefore  that  the  use  of  this  as  a  means  of  cracking  at  Taylor  is  especially 
bad  and  oust  for  the  record ^actually  a  very  large  number  of  your  own  instances 
as  to  the  behavior  pf  people  in  the  cultures  that  you  discuss  as  ixfEKxsd 
derived  from  study  of  the  archaeological  implements  leatfe  me  with  the  same 
feeling  of  "useless  sort  of  guesses"  that  you  use  here  in  reference  to  Taylor. 

My  guess  is  that  a  large  number  of  other  people  will  have  the  same  reaction. 

may 

No.  12,  page  377*  Yes,  your  fypsum  Cave-like  point  $  indicate/  some  sort  of 
contacts  with  the  neighbors  of  the  Tamaulipas  peoples  to  the  west  but  on  the 
contrary  it  probably  represents  contact  with  the  same  pelple  who  were  leaving 
the  other  Lancry  Stemmed  points  in  the  region. 


No.  13,  page  386.  Scotty,  it's  alright  to  guess  that  the  evidence  tohich  you 
presented  earlier  indicates  that  the  ////  Los  Angeles  Focus  represents  the 
material  remains  of  the  Pasitas  tribe.  But  certainly  that  slim  bit  of 
evidence  is  not  enough  to  say  conclusively  "fortunately,  this  cultural  complex 
can  be  identified  as  the  material  remains^of  the  Pasitas  tribe  ..."  I  think 
you  would  be  perfectly  safe  in  saying" yLk  this  cultural  complex  can  be  identified 
as  the  material  remains  of  the  Pasitas  tribe, as  some  slight  evidence  presented 
in  this  report  seems  to  indicate,  ..." 

No.  lh,  page  390.  Scotty,  I  have  surprise  for  you.  i?art  of  collection  which 
was  at  the  University  of  Chicago  is  now  at  the  Museum  of  Southern  Illinois 
Uiiversity  along  with  the  other  North  Mexican  collections  which  we  are  accumulating. 
Chicago  is  giving  away  practically  all  of  its  collections  and  we  fell  heir  to 
all  of  their  Latin  American  collections  which  they  are  clearing  out^ including 
your  collection  from  Tamaulipas. 

Table 

No.  15>,  chart  on  page  3^2  entitled  As  I  say  iji  my  footnotes  there 

I  think  all  of  your  early  Tamaulipas  cultures  from  La  Pera  down  are  dated  too 
early  ratfcBX  relative  to  those  in  Texas.  I  see  no  basis  for  this  dating.  On 
the  contrary.  Although  I  do  not  have  my  notes  now  I  can  tell  you  that  Tartugas 
triangular  and  associated  types  from  the  Texas  Coastal  Plain  occurred  in  the 
lkrh$S£  Mound  side  by  side  with  trade  specimens  of /found  y^ock  and  /ork 
and  in  the  same  levels  and  up  quite  high  in  the  Mftrh^s^'  deposits  also.  I  am 
sure  on  this  basis  and  from  a  number  of  others  that  you  either  need  to  pull 
up  the  Tamahlipas  cultures  in  your  chart  or  pull  down  the  ftgfcwnvilock- Clear 
Fork  ^  -  setup. 


NQ.  17,  page  351*  Scotty,  this  paragraph  is  so  much  baloney.  If  you  would  take 
a  look  at  all  the  complexes  in  Texas  -which  have  Plairiview  or  Plain'^ew -Light-- 
JPointy  aift^assoiiat^with  them  or  Folsom  or  Folsom  like  points  associated  with 
*them  I  think  you  would  see  how  feeble  and  baseless  this  argument  is.  I  found  a 


handful  or  so  of  1*1  A  in  View  or  Bl* inn  V i o i r Eo int s  in  my  Central  Texas 
stuff  also.  However,  there  was  not  the  slightest  indication  of  any  real 


culture  contacts.  They  occur  very  recently  as  well  as  quite 


early  in  the  sequence.  Also,  I  should  also  like  to  point  out  that  in  1952 
at  our  Classic  or  Post-Classic  Age  Weicker  Site  in  Durango  we  found  a  good 
Fluted  Point  which  looks  like  a  rechipped  Clovis  Pointy which  certainly  does 
not  indicate  £&»  Clovis  age  for  the  Weicker  Site  and  the  other  pottery 
cultures  associated  with  it  in  time.  You  just  can't  use  the  evidence  of  one 
intrusive  point  like  this*  No  one  will  go  along  with  you  on  this* 


OFFICE  of  the  PRESIDENT 


EDMONTON, 

Alberta,  Canada 

August  22,  1962 


Mr.  R. S.MacNeish,  Chief, 

Archaeology  Section 
National  Museum  of  Canada 
Ottawa  4,  Ontario 

Dear  Mr.  MacNeish: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  August  16,  1962  indicating  your 
willingness  to  accept  our  invitation  to  visit  the  University  of  Alberta 
this  fall  and  to  deliver  an  address  to  interested  staff,  students,  and 
general  public. on  the  subject  of  Archaeology  of  Alberta  generally  and 
your  own  work  in  this  field.  I  am  sure  some  side  comments  on  your  work 
in  Mexico  would  be  appreciated  as  well. 

I  am  suggesting  to  you  and  to  the  others  concerned  with  ar¬ 
rangements  that  we  consider  some  evening  on  the  week  of  October  15  to 
20,  thus  avoiding  conflict  with  the  Henry  Marshall  Tory  lectures  which 
take  place  the  previous  week  and  coming  before  our  Convocation  which 
falls  later  in  the  autumn.  If  you  would  care  to  suggest  a  specific 
date  in  that  week  I  shall  pass  the  information  on  to  the  other  members 
of  the  Committee  for  their  comments. 

We  would,  of  course,  cover  your  transportation  from  Ottawa  to 
Edmonton  and  return  ,  and  your  accommodation  while  you  are  here.  We 
should  appreciate,  however,  knowing  what  you  would  regard  as  a  suitable 
honorarium. 

I  am  very  interested  indeed  in  your  visit  and  am  looking  forward 
to  it  with  keen  anticipation. 


Yours  sincerely, 


President 

WHJ : jf 

cc.  Dr.  L.A.Bayrock 
Dr.  C.S. Brant 


(bbtawa  4,  August  29,  1962, 


Dr.  Walter  H.  Johns, 

President, 

University  of  Alberta, 

Edmonton,  Alberta. 

Dear  Dr.  Johns: 

I  think  the  dates  you  suggest  are  extremely  good.  I  will  plan 
on  coming  to  Edmonton  on  October  16,  giving  ay  speech  on  October  19,  and 
leaving  on  the  20th.  As  yet  I  have  not  made  reservations  but  will  do 
so  shortly,  will  buy  ay  ticket,  and  submit  you  a  receipt  later. 

The  price  of  an  honorarium  is  a  more  difficult  one  and  the 
Director  in  the  Museum  and  I  discussed  the  matter  and  decided  that 
$100  plus  the  expenses  would  be  quite  in  order. 

Thank  you  again  for  your  consideration  and  I  look  forward  to 
seeing  you. 

Sincerely  yours. 


/cp 


E.  S.  MacNeish,  Chief, 
Archaeology  Section. 


OFFICE  of  the  PRESIDENT 


September  6,  1962 


EDMONTON, 

Alberta,  Canada 


Dr.  R.  S.  MacNeish,  Chief, 
Archaeology  Section, 
National  Museum  of  Canada, 
OTTAWA  4,  Ontario. 

Dear  Dr.  MacNeish: 


Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  August  29th,  1962, 


suggesting  the  date  of  October  19th  for  your  address  on 
the  general  field  of  Archaeology  here.  We  are  very 
pleased  at  your  willingness  to  accept  this  assignment 
and  will  be  happy  to  reimburse  you  for  your  travel 
together  with  an  honorarium  of  $100.00  plus  other 
expenses  during  your  stay  here. 


I  suggest  that  the  final  arrangements  for  the  hall 


(which  will  probably  be  Convocation  Hall)  and  the  publicity, 
including  the  precise  topic  of  your  address,  be  left  in  the 
hands  of  Dr.  L.A.  Bayrock,  President  of  the  local 
Archaeological  Society,  who  can  be  reached  care  of  the 
Research  Council  of  Alberta,  114th  Street  and  87th  Avenue, 
Edmonton,  Alberta,  and  Dr.  Charles  S.  Brant,  of  the 
Department  of  Sociology  here,  who  is  a  specialist  in  the 
field  of  Anthropolgoy . 


It  will  be  a  great  pleasure  for  me  to  see  you  and 


to  hear  your  address.  I  shall  ask  Dr.  Bayrock  to  write  you 
regarding  details  when  his  plans  have  advanced  to  a  point 
sufficiently  precise  to  be  of  use  to  you.  I  am  sure  he  will 
be  pleased  to  know  that  you  will  be  able  to  come  a  couple  of 
days  early  and  perhaps  visit  the  appropriate  departments  of 
the  University  during  your  stay. 


Yours  sincerely 


Walter  H.  Johns 
President 


WHJtmk 


c.c.  Dr.  L.A.  Bayrock 


Dr.  Charles  S.  Brant 
Bursar 


